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An Overview of Section 106 
 
 
Understanding the Federal Law  
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, [16 USC 470, 36 
CFR § 800], commonly known as Section 106, requires all federal agencies to take into account the effects of 
their undertakings on historic properties that are included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of 
Historic Places prior to the approval of the expenditure of any federal funds or to the issuance of any federal 
license or federal permit. 
 
 
The Role of the Federal Agency  
Under Section 106, each federal agency or their federally-delegated authority is responsible for: 
1) Determining if there is an undertaking   (hereafter referred to as project); 
2) Determining the project’s area of potential effects (APE). 
3) Identifying historic properties within the project’s APE, if such properties exist; and 
4) Assessing the effect(s) that the project may have on any historic properties in the APE.  
 
Agencies must seek to avoid adverse effects to historic properties, but if no alternatives exist, the agency must 
mitigate the adverse effect.  The process culminates in the execution of a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) – 
a legally binding document that outlines the terms and conditions agreed upon by the parties to mitigate the ad-
verse effect.  Federal agencies or their federally delegated authorities are required to consult with the SHPO 
during this identification and evaluation process. 
 
Project Planning and Section 106 
The Section 106 review process is intended to be a planning tool, providing full consideration of appropriate 
treatments for historic properties. Early project review permits modifications to a project while they are still rela-
tively easy to make and, therefore, reduces the potential for conflict and delay. Additionally, if the review is ini-
tiated early in the planning stages of a project, a broad range of alternatives can be considered. It is imperative 
that federal agencies seek to avoid adverse effects on historic properties, and planning is key if this is to be 
achieved. It may be possible to include preservation activities as eligible project costs. 
 
Compliance with Section 106 and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)  
Both NEPA and the Section 106 review processes are intended as analytical tools so that issues concerning both 
the natural and built environments receive reasonable and fair consideration.  These review processes are per-
formed in the project planning stage, when adverse impacts to the environment can still be avoided or mitigated. 
Therefore, your compliance with these federal laws is essential to a timely execution of projects at the state and 
local level.  Section 106 and NEPA are not the same – they are two separate laws. The information submitted for 
a NEPA review will not suffice for a Section 106 review, in many instances. You should plan to complete your 
responsibilities under Section 106 first and then address historic properties in your NEPA compliance.  A pro-
ject that is “categorically-excluded” under NEPA is not exempt from Section 106 review. If a project qualifies as 
an undertaking according to the Section 106 regulations [36 CFR § 800.3(a)], a Section 106 review must be 
completed. 

April 2008         Introduction to Section 106 
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The Section 106 Review Process 
 



 5 

Roles in Section 106 Consultation 

The Role of the State Historic Preservation Office 
State Historic Preservation Offices, created by the NHPA, exist in every state.  In California, the SHPO is part of 
California State Parks.  The mission of the SHPO is to preserve and enhance California's irreplaceable historic 
heritage as a matter of public interest so that its vital legacy of cultural, educational, recreational, aesthetic, eco-
nomic, social, and environmental benefits will be maintained and enriched for present and future generations.   
 
The SHPO is a mandatory consulting party in the Section 106 review process. 
 
The SHPO is not required to conduct research, identify historic properties, or determine project effects related 
to Section 106 projects on behalf of a federal agency. 
 
The SHPO is required to respond, either with concurrence or nonconcurrence, to a federal agency’s adequately 
documented finding of effect. Furthermore, the SHPO is not a regulatory agency and does not have the authority 
to either clear or authorize federally funded, licensed or permitted projects.   
 
The following points may help avoid misunderstandings about the SHPO’s role in the Sec-
tion 106 process: 
 
• The SHPO does not have a complete list of all historic properties within the State.   

The SHPO maintains the California Historic Resources Inventory, a list of historic properties that are 
listed in the National Register of Historic Places and the California Register of Historic Resources.  In 
the case of Section 106 consultation, however, federal agencies or their delegated authorities are re-
quired to identify historic properties included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register 
within the project’s area of potential effects (APE). The identification of historic properties is the result 
of an appropriate level of effort undertaken by the federal agency, or its delegated authority, during the 
Section 106 process. 

 
• The SHPO is responsible for other programs in addition to the Section 106 review  

activities. 
 In a given year, the SHPO is consulted on approximately 3000 federal undertakings of varying degrees 
 of complexity. In addition to Section 106 review, the SHPO also implements National Register of  
 Historic Places, California Register of Historic Resource, California State Landmarks, and  
 Historical Points of Interest, and Certified Local Government (CLG) programs; and state and  
 federal tax incentives and grant programs. The SHPO also assists governments in establishing  
 local historic districts, and provides planning and technical assistance, and oversees the state survey 
 program. 
 
The SHPO can not conduct site visits for every project. 
The SHPO generally cannot accommodate all requests for site visits concerning Section 106 projects. For this 
reason, the adequacy of information submitted to the SHPO for a Section 106 review is even more important. 
 
 
The SHPO can not stop projects. 
 A determination of “Adverse Effect” does not mean that the project cannot proceed; it simply means that alter-
natives must be considered. Ultimately, the decision to proceed with a project rests with the federal agency. The 
Section 106 review process seeks to accommodate historic preservation concerns with the needs of federal un-
dertakings. 
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The Role of Consulting Parties 
The Section 106 regulations state that federal agencies, or their federally delegated authorities, must actively 
consult with specific individuals and organizations throughout the Section 106 review process. 
 
A consulting party is defined as:   
 

“individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the project due to the nature of their 
legal and economic relation to the undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the under-
taking’s effect on historic properties” [36 CFR § 800.2(c)(5)]. 

 
Mandatory consulting parties include: 

• SHPO 
• Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) if applicable [list THPO link] 
• Federally-recognized tribes if applicable 
• Local units of government if the project may affect historic properties within their jurisdiction 
• Applicants for federal funds, licenses, or permits 

 
Other individuals and organizations may request to be consulting parties, but that decision is ultimately up to the 
federal agency. The federal agency, at an early stage of the Section 106 process, is required to consult with the 
SHPO to identify those individuals and organizations that have the right to be consulting parties. 

 

The Role of the Public 
The views of the public are essential to informed decision making during the Section 106 process and it is the 
responsibility of the federal agency to seek and consider the views of the public in a manner that reflects the na-
ture and complexity of the undertaking and its effects on historic properties. The federal agency or its federally 
delegated authority must provide the public with information about the project and allow the public to comment. 
Members of the public may also provide views on their own initiative for the federal agency to consider. 
 
The federal agency must decide early on how and when to involve the public in the Section 106 review process. 
A formal plan is not required, although that may be appropriate depending upon the scale of the undertaking and 
the magnitude of its effects on historic properties. 
 
Because Section 106 compliance is the responsibility of the federal agency or its federally delegated authority, 
concerns expressed by the public about specific projects should first be directed to the appropriate federal, state, 
county or municipal contact. The SHPO does not monitor public comment on a project. Reliance on the SHPO 
may result in inefficient and erroneous communication and possible unforeseen delays in the consultation proc-
ess. Therefore, members of the public should contact the SHPO only if communication efforts with the federal 
agency or its federally delegated authority have been unsuccessful. Communication efforts can be defined as 
contacting the federal agency or its federally delegated authority and receiving a response. The failure of the 
federal agency or its federally delegated authority to agree with the public does not constitute a failed communi-
cation effort. 
 
The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation has published “Protecting Historic Properties A Citizens 
Guide to Section 106 Review.”  Intended for the general public, this publication addresses the public’s opportu-
nity to comment on federal projects and its role in the Section 106 review process. This publication is available 
on the Council’s website at:  http://www.achp.gov/citizensguide.html 
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Guidelines for Consultation with the SHPO 
 
1. Initiating Consultation  
 
Defining an UNDERTAKING 
An undertaking is defined in 36 CFR § 800.16 as: “a project, activity, or program funded in whole or in part 
under the direct or indirect jurisdiction of a federal agency, including those carried out by or on behalf of a fed-
eral agency; those carried out with federal financial assistance; those requiring a federal permit, license or ap-
proval; and those subject to state or local regulation administered pursuant to a delegation or approval by a fed-
eral agency.” 
 
Segmentation  
Federal case law related to Section 106 compliance has supported the interpretation that if a portion of a contigu-
ous project is carried out with federal funds/assistance, the entire project is considered a federal project. Portions 
of a project cannot be withdrawn from Section 106 review if they are serving a unified end.  For example: 

A road that is being built from Point A to Point B with federal dollars cannot extract or exclude Section X in 
the middle of the road from Section 106 review even if Section X is being undertaken with local funds, 
the argument being that Section X would not be built were it not for the project between Point A and 
Point B.  They are serving a unified end. 

Similarly, suppose a community wants to build a conference center with local funds, but the site they have 
chosen would require that the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) construct a highway off-ramp 
in order to access the new site. The new conference center, regardless of the resources used to construct 
it, would be subject to Section 106 review because its very existence depends upon the highway off-
ramp. They are serving a unified end. 

 
Who can submit projects to the SHPO? 
Consultants and property owners are not recognized as federally delegated authorities. The SHPO is mandated to 
respond to the federal agency or their delegated authority. Copies of correspondence can be sent to consultants 
and other interested parties upon request. Although projects may be submitted to the SHPO by some of these 
entities, excluding property owners, the project information must include the name, address, telephone, and fax 
number of the federal agency or the federally delegated authority contact.  A response will not be provided for 
projects that fail to provide this information.  
 
 
2. Consulting Parties  
 

A consulting part y is defined as: “individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the 
project due to the nature of their legal and economic relation to the undertaking or affected properties, 
or their concern with the undertaking’s effect on historic properties” [36 CFR § 800.2(c)(5)]. 

 
 
 
 
3. Defining the AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS (APE) 
 
The APE is defined in 36 CFR § 800.16 as the:  “geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may 
directly or indirectly cause changes in the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist.  
The area of potential effects is influenced by the scale and nature of an undertaking and may be different for 
different kinds of effects caused by the undertaking.” 
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Every project has an APE. Determining a project’s APE is one of the most critical steps in the entire Section 
106 process.  Only after the APE has been determined can you proceed with the remainder of the steps in the 
Section 106 process. The following questions are intended to assist you in determining a project’s APE. 
 
What must I do before determining the APE? 
You must first establish if your project is an undertaking.  By establishing an undertaking, you recognize that the 
project has the potential to affect historic properties. Knowing that an undertaking has the potential to affect his-
toric properties does not mean you have to know whether historic properties are present and may be affected. 
 
How do I determine the APE? 
You’ve established an undertaking and thus recognized that there is at least the potential to affect historic prop-
erties. What now? You need to determine if there really are any historic properties that may be affected. How do 
you do this? Before you can decide what an project may affect, you must first decide where to look. This is the 
APE – the area(s) in which you will look for historic properties that may be affected by the project 
 
What do I need to consider when determining the APE? 
Typically, when determining the APE, you need to consider not only the direct physical effects that the project 
may have on historic properties, but you must also consider the potential for:  
1. Visual effects. Consider the area(s) within which an undertaking will be visible. 
2. Audible effects. Consider the area(s) within which the project’s noise, if any, could be heard. 
3. Sociocultural effects. Consider the area(s) within which the project may cause changes in land use, traffic, 
public access, etc. 
4. Indirect or secondary effects. Consider how the project may affect the area’s future. 
 
What is the typical size of an APE? 
There is no typical size for an APE. In general, each project has a different APE because the APE is dependent 
upon the size and the scope of the undertaking and the effects that the undertaking will have on the area(s). A 
six-lane highway will not have the same APE as that of a bike path or a 100-foot cellular communications tower. 
Each project differs in the way it may impact an area. 
 
Many Section 106 project submissions fail to address the issue of indirect or secondary effects.  When consider-
ing indirect or secondary effects, imagine what may occur as a result of the undertaking.  For example, if you 
build it:  

Will future development follow? 
Will erosion result? 
Will public use of the area(s) decrease? Etc.  

 
You cannot predict the future, but you should speculate, to a reasonable manner how the project will impact the 
area(s). ·A common mistake is to identify historic properties and then determine the APE.  The Section 106 regu-
lations are very specific and require that you first determine the APE, and only after the APE has been deter-
mined should you take the necessary steps to identify historic properties. When determining the APE, it is not 
necessary to know whether any historic properties exist. 
 
Again, before you can decide what an undertaking may affect, you must first decide where to look. ·A common 
mistake is to base the APE on the location of historic properties. The APE cannot be manipulated to avoid in-
cluding historic properties. Determining the APE is not intended to center on what is convenient and to avoid 
affecting historic properties. 
 
A common mistake is to equate the APE with the “footprint”, or physical boundaries, of the undertaking. For 
example, the APE for the construction of a new house is not the footprint of the house or the property bounda-
ries. Rather, you must consider how the construction will impact the neighborhood. Infrastructure in a proposed 
industrial park will result in the construction of several new buildings that, in turn, may impact the surrounding 
area(s) in a variety of ways. i.e. increased traffic volume, change in land use from agricultural to industrial, the 
removal of a tree line which would make the park much more visible, etc. The impacts that an undertaking may 
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have on the surrounding area(s) are not confined to the physical boundaries of the undertaking. 
 
How do I document the APE? 
You are required to document the APE.  Explain how the APE was established.  Simply stated, why did you 
choose the boundaries that you did? What are your reasons? Support your choice with graphic materials (e.g. 
photographs, maps, and drawings, etc.) that illustrate the APE. The Michigan SHPO requests that, at a minimum, 
the APE is highlight on a localized map. All documentation should be clear enough to enable any party to com-
prehend the APE. 
 
 
4. Identification  
 
HISTORIC PROPERTY 
A historic property is defined in 36 CFR § 800.16 as: “any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, struc-
ture, or object included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic Places.” The term 
“eligible for inclusion in” refers to properties that are not listed in the National Register, but do meet the criteria 
for listing in the National Register. ·  
 
WHAT IS INTEGRITY? 
Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance.  Historic properties either retain integrity - the 
essential physical features that define both why a property is significant and when it was significant - or they do 
not.  Alteration or removal of these features thus diminishes integrity.  The evaluation of integrity is sometimes a 
subjective judgment, but it must always be grounded in an understanding of a property's physical features and 
how they relate to its significance.  All properties change over time and it is not necessary for a property to retain 
all of its historic physical features or characteristics in order to be listed in, or eligible for listing in, the National 
Register.  The property must simply retain essential features or characteristics.  Condition does not equal integ-
rity.  A property may be in poor physical condition (i.e. peeling paint on the wood clapboards and poor win-
dows), but the integrity may still be intact. 
 
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
The National Register of Historic Places is the official list of properties recognized by the federal government as 
worthy of preservation. To be included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register a property must: 

1. be at least 50 years of age; 
2. retain its integrity; and 
3. meet at least one of the following four criteria: 

a. Association with events, activities, or broad patterns of history; 
b. Association with persons significant in the past; 
c. Characteristic of a type, period, or method of construction, or has high artistic value; 
d. Potential to yield information. 

 
The National Register is not a complete list of all historic properties – it is being added to continuously. A prop-
erty may never be listed in the National Register and for this reason it is necessary to consider properties that are 
eligible for inclusion in the National Register in the Section 106 review process. 
 
WHAT IS A REASONABLE AND GOOD FAITH EFFORT? 
36 CFR § 800.4(b)(1) indicates that federal agencies shall make a reasonable and good faith effort to carry out 
appropriate identification efforts, which may include background research, consultation, oral history interviews, 
sample field investigation, and field survey. The agency shall take into account past planning, research and stud-
ies, the magnitude and nature of the project and the degree of federal involvement, the nature and extent of po-
tential effects on historic properties, and the likely nature and location of historic properties within the project’s 
area of potential effects (APE). 
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5. Finding of Effect  
 
WHAT IS A FINDING OF EFFECT? 
According to the Section 106 regulations, the final step in the process is to assess the effect(s) that a project may 
have on any historic properties in the APE. There are three findings of effect:  1) no historic properties affected; 
2) no adverse effect; and 3) adverse effect. 
 
1) No historic properties affected [36 CFR § 800.4(d)(1)]. This determination means that: 1) there are no his-
toric properties in the project’s APE; or 2) there are historic properties present in the APE but the project will 
have no effect on them. 
 
2) No adverse effect [36 CFR § 800.5(b)]. This determination means that there are historic properties present in 
the project’s APE and the project will have an effect on them, however, this effect does not meet the criteria of 
adverse effect. 
 
3) Adverse effect [36 CFR § 800.5(d)(2)]. This determination means that there are historic properties present in 
the project’s APE, the project will have an effect on them, and this effect does meet the criteria of adverse effect. 
 
ADVERSE EFFECT 
When a project will affect a historic property, the agency must apply the criteria of adverse effect to determine if 
the effect will be adverse, or negative. An adverse effect is defined in 36 CFR § 800.5(a)(1) as an action that 
may:  “alter, directly or indirectly,  any of the characteristics that qualify the property for inclusion in the Na-
tional Register in a manner that would diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling, or association. . .. adverse effects may include reasonably foreseeable effects caused by 
the undertaking that may occur later in time, be farther removed in distance or be cumulative.” 
 
Adverse effects include, but are not limited to: 

• Demolition 
• Alteration 
• Removal of a property from its original setting 
• Change in use 
• Neglect or abandonment 
• Introduction of visual, atmospheric, or audible elements 
• Transfer out of federal ownership 

 
WHAT IS AN ADEQUATELY-DOCUMENTED FINDING? 
The adequacy of documentation necessary to support a finding of effect and documentation specifics are out-
lined in 36 CFR § 800.11. A finding must be supported by sufficient documentation to enable any reviewing 
parties to understand its basis. Documentation specifics are reflected in the information the SHPO requires for a 
project review. 
 
 
HOW TO SUBMIT YOUR PROJECT AND WHEN TO EXPECT A RESPONSE. 
Specific guidelines for submitting projects have been developed by the SHPO. You may download the forms 
from the SHPO website. Projects that are not submitted to the SHPO in the appropriate format or that do not 
provide complete information may be returned for revision and resubmission or with a request for more informa-
tion. To assure a timely response from the SHPO, you are advised to initiate all consultation with the SHPO in 
accordance with the above referenced guidelines. 
 
The SHPO has thirty (30) calendar days from the receipt of an adequately-documented finding of effect to re-
spond. The SHPO cannot guarantee a thirty-day response to projects submitted without:  
1) adequate documentation; and/or  
2) demonstration of a reasonable, good-faith effort to identify historic properties within the project’s area of po-
tential effects (APE) and to assess the effects of the project on historic properties. 
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Archaeology and Section 106 
 
An archaeological survey is not required for an initial project submission; however, surveys may be submitted in 
addition to the other material required for a Section 106 review. 
 
WHAT TO SUBMIT 
When submitting a project for a Section 106 review that involves any ground-disturbing activity, ensure that the 
following information is included: 

• A description of the proposed ground disturbance, including the type of activity, length, width, and 
depth. 

• A portion of a USGS topographic map with the map name, site location and boundaries clearly 
marked. Portions, photocopies of portions, and electronic USGS maps are acceptable. Maps must 
be printed and 8 ½ x 11 at 1:24000 scale. 

• Information regarding previous land use and ground disturbances. 
• Information on current land use and conditions. 
• Photographs of the site. 

 
Always ask the property owner if they are aware of any artifacts or remains of structures that have been 
found on the property. 
 
WHAT YOU CAN DO 
Walk the area of proposed ground disturbance. Do you see any artifacts, foundations, square depressions, non-
native plants and trees or anything else unusual that does not appear to be a natural occurrence?  Is there an area 
of soil color variation?  For example, if the soil in your work area is a reddish brown clay and you encounter an 
area of soil that is dark brown to black in color, it may be indicative of midden soils, i.e., cultural soils.   
 
WHAT TO LOOK FOR 
The following are items that you may find on the surface while you are walking the area of proposed ground 
disturbance. You do not need to know what each one of these items is; the key is to be aware of something 
that looks unusual. 
· Prehistoric items include: fire-cracked rock (angular, blocky pieces of granite or granite-like rock); chert or 
obsidian (volcanic glass) flakes; pottery fragments; chipped stone tools such as projectile points, arrowheads, 
knives and drills; bones or bone fragments; and bumps, hollows or rings in the soil. 
· Historic items include: bottles; cans; tools and other debris; foundations, structures or remains of structures; 
somewhat square depressions or a series of depressions;  clearings; non-native plant and tree species such as 
lilacs, roses, and fruit trees; pairs or lines of trees different from the surrounding environment; quarries, mines 
and kilns. 
 
AREAS OF POSSIBLE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY 
Given the great topographic diversity (desert, mountain, coastal, river and valley) of California, one cannot ex-
actly predict the location of archaeological sites.  However, there are indicators, associated with various subsis-
tence strategies that would suggest a greater likelihood of encountering cultural materials.  For example, areas 
associated with riverine (seasonal salmon runs) resources, coastal resources (marine mammals), acorn rich re-
sources, and deer migration routes to name a few, areas within each ecozone, rich with resources available for 
exploitation.   
 
WHAT IS MITIGATION? 
Mitigation can be defined as moderating or alleviating an adverse effect(s) that a project may have on prehistoric 
or historic resources.  In the case of archaeological mitigation, it is best to address issues that may require miti-
gation before construction begins.  However, even with the most careful planning, 
unforeseen situations can occur in the field that may require mitigation. Archaeological mitigation often necessi-
tates only minor changes to the scope of a project and may not entail a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) as is 
frequently the case for an adverse effect(s) on above-ground historic resources. 
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEYS 
If an archaeological survey is necessary, contact a qualified archaeologist to perform the survey.  The ICs have a 
consultant contact list available that lists some, but certainly not all, qualified archaeologists. It is often helpful, 
but not required, to hire an archaeologist who works primarily in the state of California. The knowledge of ar-
chaeologists familiar with Californian archaeology and the project area is very helpful in completing a thorough 
and timely survey. Unfortunately, there is not a set of rules for survey that applies to the entire state. Survey re-
quirements depend on the type of project, project location, topography, history of the area, surface visibility, etc. 
A qualified archaeologist will know the proper survey method to employ. It is recommended that you receive 
three or more estimates before choosing an archaeologist. Comparing the work descriptions and prices will help 
you determine what is most appropriate for your project. 
 
WHAT HAPPENS IF AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE IS FOUND? 
Many surveys reveal that no archaeological sites are within the project’s boundaries.  If an archaeological site is 
discovered, it will be evaluated to determine if it is eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. 
Many sites that are found are either too small or too badly damaged (lack integrity) to require mitigation.  If an 
archaeological site is found to be National Register eligible, mitigation will be necessary. 
 
Archaeological mitigation often involves only minor changes to a project or the presence of an archaeologist 
during ground disturbing activities.  In very rare cases, a full-scale excavation may be necessary to retrieve infor-
mation that would be lost if the project were to continue as planned. 
 
WHAT HAPPENS IF BONES OR ARTIFACTS ARE FOUND DURING CONSTRUC-
TION? 
Even the best archaeological survey will not always discover an isolated burial or a deeply buried site. If bones 
or artifacts are discovered during construction, stop the construction activities and contact the project archaeolo-
gist immediately. In the case of human remains, you must contact the County Coroner pursuant to Health and 
Safety Code section 7050.5.  The coroner should determine disposition within 48 hours.  If the remains are Na-
tive American, the coroner is responsible for contacting the Native American Heritage Commission within 24 
hours and a Native American most likely descendent will be identified to make recommendation for the appro-
priate and dignified treatment of the remains (Pub. Resources Code § 5097.98).  A find made during construction 
will be regarded as an emergency and every effort will be made to avoid delay or inconvenience to the project. 
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Where to go for information about historic properties 
 
The SHPO recognizes that it may be difficult to gather information about historic properties in a project’s APE 
and there may not be any information available in some instances. However, it is the responsibility of the federal 
agency or federally delegated authority to conduct research on historic properties before submitting project infor-
mation to the SHPO.  
 

The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) includes the statewide Historical Re-
sources Inventory (HRI) database maintained by OHP and the records maintained and managed, under con-
tract, by twelve independent regional Information Centers (ICs).  For the IC Roster please go to http://
www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/pages/1068/files/IC%20Roster.pdf 
 
Individuals and government agencies seeking information on cultural and historical resources should begin their 
research by contacting the regional Information Center which services the county in which the resource is lo-
cated. The IC Roster identifies the locations, contact information, and counties served by each regional IC.  
 
Information Centers (ICs)  

Provide archeological and historical resources information, on a fee-for-service basis, to local governments 
and individuals with responsibilities under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Na-
tional Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as 
well as to the general public.  

Integrate newly recorded sites and information on known resources into the California Historical Resources 
Inventory.  

Collect and maintain information on historical and archeological resources developed under projects or ac-
tivities which were not reviewed under a program administered by OHP, including:  

information on individual resources identified and evaluated in CEQA documents;  
archaeological surveys performed by academic or avocational groups which are not associated with federal 

projects; and archeological and/or historical resource surveys conducted by agencies for planning pur-
poses that do not involve an undertaking subject to review under Section 106 of the NHPA.  

Maintain a list of consultants who are qualified to do work within their area.  
 
The Historical Resources Inventory (HRI) maintained by OHP includes only information on historical re-
sources that have been identified and evaluated through one of the programs that OHP administers under the 
National Historic Preservation Act or the California Public Resources Code. The HRI includes data on:  

• Resources evaluated in local government historical resource surveys partially funded through Certified Lo-
cal Government grants or in surveys which local governments have submitted for inclusion in the statewide 
inventory;  

• Resources evaluated and determinations of eligibility (DOEs) made in compliance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act;  

• Resources evaluated for federal tax credit certifications;  

• Resources considered for listing in the National and California Registers or as California State Landmarks or 
Points of Historical Interest. 

In conclusion, the Section 106 review process is a model of cooperation between all levels of government, indi-
viduals, and organizations. The Section 106 review process encourages the involved parties to “think outside the 
box” - to look beyond their immediate needs and work cooperatively towards a common goal. The Section 106 
review process is a vital component of historic preservation - it ensures that federal monies are not being used to 
diminish our nation’s heritage. 
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Online Resource List 
 
The following is a list of resources available through the internet to assist you in the Section 106 process:  
 
The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (http://www.achp.gov/nhpa.html) 
 
Section 106 Regulations (http://www.achp.gov/regs.html) 
 
Section 106 Consultation Guidelines for Cellular Communications Projects (http://www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/?
page_id=1071) 
 
Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review 
(http://www.achp.gov/pubs-citizensguide.html) 
 
Using Section 106 to Protect Historic Properties (http://www.achp.gov/pubs-using106.html) 
 
The Secretary of Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties 
(www2.cr.nps.gov/tps/standguide/index.html) 
 
The Secretary of Interior's Standards for and Guidelines for Architectural and Engineering Documentation: 
HABS/HAER Standards (http://www.cr.nps.gov/habshaer/) 
 
National Park Service Preservation Briefs (www2.cr.nps.gov/tps.briefs/presbhom.html) 
 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officers in California (http://www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=24683) 
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